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Abstract: The article shows and analyzes activities of the Serbian secret organization in eastern
Bosnia from 1849 to 1855. It is demonstrated that the goals of the organization by 1851 included the
preparation of an uprising against the Turkish rule, but from that point on it served as an intelligence
agency with a task to gather information on the circumstances in Bosnia and Herzegovina. The most
important features of the organization structure are underlined and certain activities as well as its
weaknesses are pointed out. The article is based mostly upon the unpublished archival material of
Serbian origin.
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n 1844 the Serbian Principality Minister of Interior, llija GaraSanin, along with his

associates made a strategic plan regarding the national and foreign policy called the

Nacertanije. The aim was the restoration of the Serbian Empire based on the historical
law which would, as a balancing element between the European countries, replace Turkey
in Europe as its fall was deemed inevitable.! The implementation of the Nacertanije meant
the collaboration of Serbia with Christians in the Balkans. Therefore, in 1849 a Serbian
secret organization was formed and its network of agents covered several European
provinces of the Ottoman Empire. Historiography holds texts about the organization, but
more as a general overview than in detail.? The aim of this article is to show and analyze
the organization activities in eastern Bosnia based on reports of an agent stationed in UzZice.
Dusan Beri¢ used the same reports, but mostly as sources about the background of an

* Research for the paper was funded by the Ministry of Education, Science and Technological Development of the
Republic of Serbia as a part of a project Serbian Nation: integrative and disintegrative processes (Reg. No.
177014).

1 For a detailed analysis of the Nacertanije and literature about it, see: Ljusi¢ 20032. The latest works on the
Nacertanije: Batakovi¢ 2015; Nikiforov 2015.

2 Stranjakovi¢ 1932: 272-274; Stranjakovi¢ 1936; Kecmanovi¢ 1962: 251-291; Beri¢ 1994: 165-188; Ekmeti¢
1997: 25-32; Jagodi¢ 2016: 115-126.
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uprising in Herzegovina in 1851-1853.% All the dates in the main text are given by the
Gregorian, modern day calendar, while in the notes, in quoting the documents, dual dating
is applied.

Quite serious work on implementing the Nacertanije started in spring of 1848 as the
revolution broke out in Europe. GaraSanin engaged certain secret agents to inquire about
the general mood and readiness of the Christian population for an uprising in the European
provinces under the Turkish rule. At the same time a Serbian diplomatic agent in
Constantinople, Konstantin Nikolajevi¢, devised a project for creating a Serbian Viceroyalty
under the Ottoman Empire, which would include most of the European Turkey, thus
transforming the Ottoman Empire into a dual monarchy. Deeming that favorable conditions
had been created, GaraSanin accepted the plan and tried to carry it out in the summer of
1848, supported by the Polish emigration in Constantinople. He thought that the Porte would
concede to such terms in order to achieve durable pacification of the Christians in its
European lands. But since it was not a realistic plan and was not backed by the French
diplomacy, the Turks rejected it.* Then the Serbian attention was drawn to the revolution in
Hungary and to providing active assistance to the Serbs in Serbian Vojvodina.

In the March of 1849 Ilija GaraSanin started planned, systematic and organized
activities on preparing an uprising of the Serbs and other Christians against the Turkish rule.
He and his chief associates, Jovan Marinovi¢, Matija Ban and Toma Kovacevi¢, drafted a
Constitution of the Political Propaganda to be implemented in the Slavic-Turkish lands. At
the approval of Prince Aleksandar Karadordevi¢, the Constitution was in effect from June
of 1849 to May of 1850 and later on a revised version was implemented. It specified a
conspiracy network of Serbian agents in a great part of the Balkan Peninsula. Their task was
to make preparations for a simultaneous uprising of the Christians. The center of the
organization was in Belgrade and Ilija GaraSanin was at its head. His chief associate was
Jovan Marinovi¢. The entire area covered by the organization was split into two parts: the
northern and the southern one, each with its own head of the activities. The chief of the
former was Toma Kovadevié, while Matija Ban was the chief of the latter. The northern part
included Bosnia, an area between the southern border of Serbia and northern Albania,
northern Albania (Mirdite) and south-western Bulgaria. The southern part included
Dalmatia, Herzegovina, Montenegro and Albania. Those two parts were then further
divided into smaller territorial units, areas and each area had its agent as a propaganda
manager. Those agents received a modest compensation for their work. The northern part
was divided into seven areas with centers at Jasenovac, Brod, Raga (of Sabac), Mokra Gora,
Raska, Gurgusovac and Aleksinac. The area included one or more nahiye. An agent was
supposed to select a chief of the organization in each nahiye. The office duty was not a paid
one. The individual organization chiefs were not supposed to know about each other or
about GaraSanin, but only about their agent and the chief. It was a way to protect the
conspiratorial nature of the organization. A liaison between an agent and the nahiye chief
was to be maintained by a suitable person called ‘a boy’. He received a modest pay and was
subordinate to the agent. His duty was also to pay regular visits to the nahiye chiefs,

3 Beri¢ 1994: 191-230, 236-238, 241, 270-271.
4 Milicevi¢ 1973: 89-110; Ekmecic¢ 2000: 186; Ljusi¢ 2003: 131; Batakovi¢: 174; Jagodi¢ 2016: 95-97, 115-118.
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controlling their activities. The nahiye chiefs were supposed to gather intelligence on their
territory and to select a kmet, a chief of a local organization in each town or village. Also
the kmets were not supposed to know about each other. Their task was to maintain faith in
the pending liberation among the Christian population and to advise them to get weapons
and ammunition. When the uprising was about to break out, the kmets were supposed to
lead the local squads. If possible, priests were to be appointed as the nahiye chiefs and. In
places where the population was mixed, Muslims and Christians, the organization was not
supposed to be formed due to a risk of treason. The correspondence within the organization
could be performed either in normal language or in code, in mercantile terms. The
Constitution envisioned first to gather intelligence relevant to raising a revolt in each nahiye
(geographical features, the number of people of different denominations eligible for war,
weapons held by the population, Turkish military power, etc.) and then to make two types
of plans: one of general nature and several quite particular ones for each area separately.
The aim was to cause revolt in all the places simultaneously and for the insurgents to,
suddenly and most efficiently, tackle the resistance of the Turkish army and the Muslim
population and to occupy important locations and towns. The total budget of the propaganda
was a modest amount of 3,400 talers.®

The area of an agent residing in the Mokra Gora range included eastern Bosnia.
However, from the very start of the organization, his permanent residence was in UZice and
not in Mokra Gora. The reason behind this was most probably the fact that Toma Kovacevi¢
appointed Pavle Marinovi¢, an UzZice teacher, as an agent. He was originally from
Dubrovnik. He had attended a Christian Orthodox Seminary in Sibenik. Due to his young
age he was not allowed to become a priest so, being without any income, he came to Serbia
in 1842. It isnot known what he had been doing by 1845 but in that year he became a teacher
in lvanjica and in the following year he moved to UZice. In December of 1852 he became a
clerk at the UZice County Regional Administration.®

At the beginning of August 1849 Marinovi¢ found a suitable person to be ‘a boy’, but
his identity remains unknown. He did his first round of the area in August of 1849. He
visited ViSegrad, Rogatica and Srebrenica. A fact is worth mentioning that says a lot about
how few basic things they knew about the circumstances in this part of Bosnia — Marinovi¢
was surprised to hear that in that area there were no nahiye as administrative units, only
kazas. The boy was not able to appoint priests as organizations chiefs. In the ViSegrad kaza
there was only one and he could not find that one at home. In the kaza of Srebrenica there
were a few priests but none of those he talked to were willing to participate in the
organizational activities or preparations for the uprising against the Turkish rule. So, the
boy contacted some reliable peasants, won them over for the organization and appointed
them as “nahiye” chiefs. In the kaza of Visegrad those were Vuk Neskovi¢ and Sava Jovi¢i¢
from the village of Bijelo Brdo near the Serbian border, opposite Mokra Gora. In the kaza

5 Stranjakovi¢ 1936: 12-22; Jagodi¢ 2016: 118-120; Arhiv Srbije (Archives of Serbia) (=AS), Ilija Garasanin (=IG),
647.

6 Popovi¢ 1999:229; AS, Zbirka Dragoslava Stranjakovic¢a (Dragoslav Stranjakovi¢’s Collection) (=ZDS), Fascika
(File) (=F) 1, spisak (list) (=sp.) 5, Dokumenta za istoriju Bosne i Hercegovine (Documents on history of Bosnia
and Herzegovina) 1848-1854, P. Marinovi¢ to T. Kovadevié, Ne 16, 25. 6/7. 7. 1852; [Ne 26] 5/17. 12. 1852; Ne
27,17/29. 12. 1852, UZice.
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of Srebrenica five peasants agreed to participate in the organization activities: Filip Ravanac
from the village of Ravni Brijeg, brothers Petar and Ilija Borov¢an from the village of
Borovac, Nikola from the village “Podplaninom”7 and Mihailo Soldat from the village of
“Mirkovica”®. The last on the list had been a soldier in the Serbian regular army during the
reign of Prince Milo§ Obrenovié¢. They all readily agreed to work on the preparations for
the uprising, promising to further extend the organization. Since the kaza of Rogatica
consisted of extremely mixed Muslim and Christian population, the boy never revealed the
true aim of his travels to anyone there. The first intelligence came from the engaged peasants
about the number of houses and the male population of either Christian or Muslim faith,
their material condition and professions, about the land configuration, strategic structures
and the state of the Turkish army in the said kazas.®

Since some dilemmas about the UZice area organization territorial perimeter had been
resolved, Marinovi¢ gave the boy a task for his next round in the area in November 1849 to
find some suitable men and to appoint them as chiefs in the kazas of Vlasenica and Glasinac.
In the former he appointed priest Marko from the village of Lipovac and in the latter priest
Ilija of Glasinac. By that time, in the kaza of Srebrenica, Mihailo Soldat had already selected
and appointed the kmets, but Filip Ravanac then had a change of heart and refused any
collaboration. So, once again, the boy failed to form an organization in the kaza of Rogatica.
He just passed through the kaza of Visegrad as he could not find Sava Jovi¢i¢ at home. Later
on, in December, he sent him a description of that kaza.'”

In February 1850, after his round of the area, the Marinovi¢’s boy submitted a report
with a description of the entire area. However, there is a confusion regarding the statement
that Glasinac belonged to the kaza of Rogatica. He included the kaza of Nova Varos in the
area on his own. Based on a later report of Pavle Marinovié, it could be concluded that the
duty of the chief of the Nova Varos kaza was performed by the ViSegrad chief, Sava Jovicic.
In the context of the preparations for the uprising, the most important information provided
in this and other earlier reports was that about half of the Serbs eligible for war in those
kazas were well equipped with weapons. Marinovi¢’s boy made another round of the area
in March 1850 and after that submitted a short and rather insubstantial description of the
kaza of Rogatica. In that same month at Kovadevié’s request Marinovi¢ sent him a list of
sixteen Serbs, emigrants from Turkey, who lived in UZice and who were ready to participate
in the uprising in Turkey.'? That same month Kovagevi¢ received an analogous list from the

71t is possible that Marinovi¢ misread the name of the village, for we were unable to locate the village called
Podplaninom on the map. It was supposedly located in the Osat region. There is, however, a village called
Podravno in that region.

8 Again, we could not find a village of that name in the Osat region. There is a village called Markovi¢i in that
region.

9 AS, ZDS, F 1, sp. 5, Dokumenta za istoriju Bosne i Hercegovine 1848-1854, P. Marinovi¢ to T. Kovagevi¢, Ne
2,12/24. 8. 1849, Uzice; Beri¢ 1994: 176.

10 AS, ZDS, F 1, sp. 5, Dokumenta za istoriju Bosne i Hercegovine 1848-1854, P. Marinovi¢ to T. Kovadevi¢, Ne
3,21.9/3.10. 1849; Ne 4,22.10/3. 11. 1849; Ne 5, 5/17. 11. 1849; Ne 6, 10/22. 12. 1849, Uzice.

1 Ibid., P.Marinovi¢ to T. Kovagevi¢, Ne 7,4/16. 1. 1850; Ne 8, 18/30. 1. 1850; Ne 9, 10/22. 2. 1850; Ne 10, 16/28.
2.1850; Ne 12, 10/22. 3. 1850, Uzice.

12 1bid., P. Marinovi¢ to T. Kovacevi¢, Ne 11, 9/21. 3. 1850, Uzice; Beri¢ 1994: 175.
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agent in Aleksinac, Sava Radoji¢i¢, whose area included the sanjak of Nis,*® so it could be
concluded that Toma Kovacevi¢ was seriously thinking of starting a revolt in the spring of
1850.

However, it never happened. In the spring of 1850 Matija Ban and Toma Kovacevié¢
started summing up the hitherto achieved results. They both agreed that there was no need
for the boys anymore as their frequent travels were drawing attention to themselves, thus
breaching the secrecy of the organization, as well as posing an unnecessary expenditure.
Kovacevi¢ suggested that Matija Ban be replaced by a Dubrovnik priest, Porde Nikolajevié¢
and a necessary military plan should be made certainly by May 1851.

It seems that from May 1850 Marinovi¢ started a direct correspondence with the
“nahiye” chiefs who sent him letters via the officials of the Mokra Gora border crossing.
His boy made his last round of the UZice area in July 1850 and he was dismissed as the
decision was made to discharge them. On that occasion he submitted a report on the number
of male inhabitants, both Serbs and Turks, in the four kazas, which was included in the
annual report that Toma Kovacevi¢ sent to GaraSanin. The data are given in Table 1.
Discharging the boys as intermediaries between the nahiye chiefs and agents ended a phase
in the organization activity. The fact that conspiracy in eastern Bosnia was not maintained
on a high level is evident in that the chiefs of Rogatica and ViSegrad knew about each other
and moreover had a great relationship.®

Men, 12-80 years old
Kaza Turks Serbs
armed total armed

Srebrenica 1200 3000 1000
Rogatica 2000 1100 700
Visegrad 536 766 132
Nova Varo$ 800 963 435

Table 1 — Male inhabitants in four kazas of Eastern Bosnia

In the second half of 1850, by Kovacevi¢’s order, Marinovi¢ undertook two significant
actions. Immediately upon the arrival of Omer-Pasha Latas in Bosnia in early July, in order
to quash the resistance of the Bosnian beys towards the Tanzimat reforms, Marinovi¢
ordered the chiefs to organize Serbian deputations from all the regions that presented their
complaints to Omer-Pasha about the conditions and repression they suffered from the Turks.
In October he arranged a transfer of school textbooks from Serbia to Srebrenica to a primary
school there.®

BBAS, ZDS, F 3, sp. 12, XXIl1, 1850, S. Radoj&i¢ to T. Kovadevi¢, 28. 2/12. 3. 1850, Aleksinac.

14 Stranjakovi¢ 1936: 24-26; Jagodi¢ 2016: 123; AS, 1G, 644, 647.

5 AS, ZDS, F 1, sp. 5, Dokumenta za istoriju Bosne i Hercegovine 1848-1854, P. Marinovi¢ to T. Kovadevi¢, Ne
13, 13/25.5. 1850; Ne 14, 17/29. 6. 1850; Ne 16, 8/20. 7. 1850, Uzice; 1G, 651.

16 AS, ZDS, F 1, sp. 5, Dokumenta za istoriju Bosne i Hercegovine 1848-1854, P. Marinovi¢ to T. Kovadevi¢, Ne
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In October 1850 the ViSegrad and Nova Varo$ kaza chief was contacted by a certain
priest from Sarajevo, Sophronius, who, using a mercantile code, informed him that the
wheat gave a good yield but that there were no buyers, so that it would be good if someone
from the neighborhood could come and buy it. It meant that he asked for someone to come
from Serbia to organize an uprising, deeming that the disposition of the people was
favorable.’

In December 1850 the Serbs from Srebrenica, Vlasenica and other surrounding kazas
found themselves in a rather awkward position. The insurgent Bosnian Muslims invited and
pressured them to join them in the struggle against Omer-Pasha Latas’ army. The Srebrenica
chief, Mihailo Soldat, managed to avert his compatriots from joining the war on his own
initiative. He deemed that it would be bad for Serbs if the Bosnian insurgents won.
Furthermore, in late December he intended to incite Serbs to a revolt against the Turkish
rule, considering it was a right moment as the Turks were busy with their internal armed
conflicts. However, by Marinovi¢’s order, a Srebrenica teacher, Jani¢ije Milovanovié,
averted him from his plan. By the way, he was the one who wrote Soldat’s letters to the
agent in UZice as the chief was illiterate.'® Soldat’s actions were the result of his impatience
and perhaps even a discontent because Serbia hesitated to start the struggle for the liberation
from the Turkish rule.

From the second half of 1850 Marinovi¢ increasingly started dedicating his reports to
the general circumstances in Bosnia, which he gathered from various travelers and from
more or less reliable people who were coming from Turkey, rather than to the work of the
organization. In October he contacted priest Nikola Popovi¢ from the village of Babine near
Prijepolje, who brought his younger brothers to UZice for schooling. From that time until
his death in 1853, Nikola remained Marinovi¢’s regular and reliable informant about events
in Herzegovina.®

The above mentioned trend of reporting continued all through 1851 and 1852.
Marinovi¢ seldom wrote about the organization in his area, usually just a short sentence,
nothing new. On the other hand, the reports he regularly sent contained various intelligence
about the general situation in Bosnia and Herzegovina, about the movements of the Turkish
army, the conflicts with the Muslim insurgents and about the revolts of the Serbs in
Herzegovina in 1851 and 1852. Moreover, in two years he wrote about one chief only three
times and it was the Srebrenica chief, Mihailo Soldat. And the last time it was just en
passant, reporting in August 1852 that the teacher from the same place died. In August 1852
priest Dimitrije Popovi¢ became a regular informant from the kazas of Nova Varos§ and
ViSegrad, which meant that the contact with the chief of the organization was broken.
Therefore, it could be argued with certainty that as of 1851 the secret organization in eastern
Bosnia lost its original function aimed at preparations for an uprising of the Serbs. From

18,28.7/9. 8. 1850; Ne 22, 20. 9/2. 10. 1850; Ne 25, 4/16. 11. 1850, Uzice; Sljivo 1977: 66-67.

17AS, ZDS, F 1, sp. 5, Dokumenta za istoriju Bosne i Hercegovine 1848-1854, P. Marinovi¢ to T. Kovadevi¢, Ne
25, 4/16. 11. 1850, UZice.

18 Tbid., P. Marinovi¢ to T. Kovacevi¢, Ne 28, 2/14. 12. 1850; Ne 29, 6/18. 12. 1850; Ne 30, 19/31. 12. 1850; Ne 13,
21.5/2. 6.1852, UZice.

19 Ibid., P. Marinovi¢ to T. Kovacdevi¢, without Ne, 21. 10/2. 11. 1850; Ne 26, 10/22. 11. 1850; Ne 30, 19/31. 12.
1850; Ne 6, 7/19. 3. 1853, Uzice; Bosanska vila 7 (1905), 103-104.
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that point on Marinovi¢ acted from UZice, not as an organizer of the uprising in eastern
Bosnia but as an intelligence agent. Since in early 1852 the Turkish authorities confiscated
the weapons from the Serbs in Bosnia as a preventive measure, the most important
prerequisite for a successful uprising was thus extinguished.

We have found only ten of Marinovi¢’s letters to Kovacevi¢ from 1853 and the last
one was from June of the same year. They show that Marinovi¢ knew that Ilija GaraSanin
was the head of the organization. There is also an important fact that Marinovi¢’s
intelligence activity did not cease after GaraSanin left the ministerial office in the Serbian
government. From the content of the letters we can conclude that Marinovi¢ received
instructions from Kovacevi¢ to maintain contacts with the people in Turkey and to send him
reports as before.?!

We had only two of Marinovi¢’s letters from 1854 and from 1855 respectively and
they, in their own right, are evidence that he continued with his intelligence activity. The
last of the letters shows that there was an attempt to replace priest Nikola as an informant
with another priest Josif, who was probably a brother of the late Nikola Popovi¢. The
attempt failed as Josif was not able to find any reliable sources of information. Obviously,
because of the Crimean War that was in progress, people were reluctant to get engaged in
that sort of activity.?2 How long Marinovi¢ exactly worked as an intelligence agent for
Kovadevi¢ remains unknown. Just to make a comparison, it is known that the secret
organization’s former chief in the kaza of Pristina, merchant Vasilije Pordevi¢, also used to
send reports to Kovacevié¢ in 1854.2 So it is clear that the intelligence work that originated
in the organization established in 1849 did not cease when GaraSanin left his office, but
continued in the years to follow. For now we cannot say whether it lasted continuously until
he returned to the office in 1858 or not.

There are also some facts in the life of Pavle Marinovi¢ which are significant to a
certain extent for the secret organization background and which Marinovi¢ revealed in his
letters to Kovacevi¢, but which were not related directly to his conspiratorial activities.
Marinovi¢ was rather discontent with his financial position. In several of his letters he
complained to Kovacevi¢ that his teacher’s salary was rather small and even with a modest
compensation of 76 talers a year that he received for his work as an agent, he was not able
to support his family. So he constantly asked Kovacevi¢ to use his influence and to find him

20 Tbid., P. Marinovi¢ to T. Kovadevié, Ne 33, 17/29. 1. 1851; Ne 34 27. 1/8. 2. 1850; Ne 36, 14/26. 2. 1851; Ne 37,
17/29.3. 1851; Ne 39, 18/30. 4. 1851; No 40, 2/14. 5. 1851; Ne 41,23.5/4. 6. 1851; Ne 42,2/14. 6. 1851; Ne 43,
11/23.7.1851; Ne 44,25.7/6. 8. 1851; Ne 45, 11/23. 8. 1851; No 1, 12/24.9. 1851; Ne 2, 29. 9/11. 10. 1851; Ne
5,5/17.12.1851; Ne 1,9/21. 1. 1852; Ne 7,26. 1/7.2.1852; Ne 9, 20. 2/3. 3. 1852; Ne 10, 12/25. 3. 1852; Ne 11,
12/24. 4. 1852; Ne 12, 26.4/8. 5. 1852; Ne 13, 21. 5/2. 6. 1852; Ne 14, 24. 5/5. 6. 1852; Ne 16, 25. 6/7. 7. 1852;
No17,18/30.7.1852; Ne 18,9/21. 8. 1852; Ne 19,27. 8/8.9. 1852; Ne 20, 2/14. 10. 1852; Ne 21, 10/22. 10. 1852;
No 23,22.10/3. 11. 1852; Ne 23, 29. 10/10. 11. 1852; Ne 24, 9/21. 11. 1852; Ne 25, 26. 11/8. 12. 1852; without
No, 5/17.12.1852; Ne 27, 17/29. 12. 1852; Ne 28, 24. 12. 1852/5. 1. 1853.

21 Ibid., P. Marinovi¢ to T. Kovadevié, Ne 2, 14/26. 1. 1853; Ne 4, 31. 1/12.2. 1853; Ne 5, 25. 2/9. 3. 1853; Ne 6,
7/19. 3. 1853; Ne 8, 8/20. 3. 1853; No 7, 14/26. 3. 1853; without Ne, 29. 3/10. 4. 1853; Ne 9, 22.4/4. 5. 1853; Ne
10, 23.5/4. 6. 1853, UZice.

22 1bid., P. Marinovi¢ to T. Kovacevié, Ne 8, 8/20. 9. 1854; Ne 13, 8/20. 12. 1854; Ne 15, 9/21. 2. 1855; without Ne,
14/26. 5. 1855, UZice; Bosanska vila 7 (1905), 104.

2 Jagodi¢ 2015: 195-206.
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some office work at the UZice County Administration. He even tried to ingratiate himself
with Kovacevi¢ by sending him the famous Uzice cheese and curded cream to Belgrade.
Those complaints ceased only when he became a clerk at the Uzice County in December
1852. On the other hand, in July 1852, with the help of priest Porde Nikolajevi¢, Marinovi¢
sold his house in Dubrovnik with an idea to use the money and buy one in Belgrade. He
obviously planned to move to the capital eventually and continue his life and career there.?*
Hence a logical question: did he view his work in the secret organization as a sure
investment for his future life? And once again as a comparison, we state here that the agent
from the Aleksinac area, Sava Radoj¢i¢ was also quite dissatisfied with his financial status
and a job of a municipal court clerk, so he also asked Kovacevi¢ to find him a better paid
job. Therefore, undoubtedly, a small budget of the organization, initially founded in 1849,
was actually a disadvantage.?

Based on all the facts presented so far, we can conclude the following. The Serbian
secret organization aimed at preparing an uprising against the Turkish rule became active in
eastern Bosnia in 1849 and functioned as initially intended until 1851. However, the
organization rules that had been defined in the Propaganda Constitution were not observed
in full. Since Serbia did not make a decisive step to start a liberation war and did not even
make a war plan for the insurgents, in 1851 the organization was transformed into some sort
of an intelligence agency. llija GaraSanin’s withdrawal from the office in 1853 did not cause
the intelligence work to cease. We can argue with certainty that the agent in charge of eastern
Bosnia, Pavle Marinovi¢, continued to supply the information about the circumstances in
Bosnia until June 1855. But we cannot make any judgment about the organization’s real
strength with regard to the uprising as it was never tested in practice.
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MMJIOII JATOAUh
VYuausepsurer y beorpany, ®@unozodcku dakymnrer

CPIICKA TAJHA OPTAHU3ALINJA Y HCTOYHOJ BOCHM (1849-1855)

Pe3ume

Ha rtememy Hauepmanuja, munuctap yHyTpammux pena Kuexesune CpOuje, Wimja
lapamanun, 3amodeo je IUTAaHCKW OPraHM30BaH paj Ha npumpeMu ycranka Cpba u Apyrux
xpumthanckux Hapona Ha bankany y mponehe 1849. ¥V Tom muby je cTBOpeHa TajHa opraHM3anyja,
KOja je CBOjUM JIeiOBameM OOyXBaTHJIa BHIIE eBPONCKUX npoBuHIHja Typcke. HamnexaH 3a pan
opranm3aimje y bocau 6no je I'apamanmunoB capagauk Toma Kosaueuh. Hbemy je mupexrHo 6mo
MOTYHELEH areHT 3a ucTouHy bochy, ITaBne MapuHoBuli, koju je pe3unupao y Yxuiy. MapuHouh je
TokoM npyre monoBuHe 1849. m 1850. dopmupao mMpexy opranmsanuje y kazama CpeOpenmuna,
Bumterpan, Poraruna u Hoa Bapor. IIpeko HaueTHHKa TOCTaB/bEHUX HA YEJIO CBAKe Off HABEICHHUX
Ka3a, MPUKYIHO je BaXKHE MOIAaTKe O OpOjy MYIIKHX CTaHOBHHKA IPABOCIABHE M MYCIMMAaHCKE
BEPONCIIOBECTH, pesbedy, CTpaTeKuM 00jeKTHMa U TYPCKHM BOJHHM cHarama. Y TBpheHo je 1a je oko
noiioBuHe Cpba y TOj 00acTH MoCe0BaNI0 OPYXKje U Ja Cy OWiM crpeMHH 3a ycraHak. Mehyrum,
kako ce CpOuja HHje OTydnIIa 1a OTIOYHE OclIo0oMmIauKy 6opOy npotuB Typaka, opraHu3amnyja ce
ox 1851. mperBopmna y obaBemrajHy areHTypy. MapuHoBuh je momako TyOHMO KOHTAakT ca
HaveJTHUIIMMA Y TIOjeIJMHAM Ka3aMma, ajld je CBE BHIIE CaKyIlbao Pa3IH4UTE TOIaTKe O MPHINKaMa y
BocHu 1 y XepleroBuHu o1 MyTHHKA U Off PYTHX MOy30aHHX Jikia. I3BeCHO BpeMe je MMao CTaiHe
nonvcHrke n3 okonuHe Ilpujenossa m HoBe Bapomm. OGaBemTajHu paj je HacTaB/beH W HAKOH
omnacka Muje lapamannna ca Biactu 1853. Tloy3naHo ce MOXe 3aKJbYYHTH JIa j€ TPajao JI0 CPSIUHE
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1855. Vr1Bpheno je ma je OMTHM HEmOCTAaTaK OpraHU3aLHje NPEICTaB/bA0 HHEH CKPOMaH OyIIeT.
Pesynrar paga TajHe opraHmzanuje y UCTO4HO] BocHH ca acmekTa mpumpeMe yCTaHKa ce HE MOXe

OLICHUTH, 3aTO IITO YCTaHAK HHje OMO MOJUTHYT.
Kmbyune peun: bocua, Cpbuja, tajua opranmsanuja, Mnmja I'apamanna, Toma KoBaueswuh,

[TaBe Mapunosuh, Yxure.

© Faculty of Philosophy, Novi Sad, 2016
ISTRAZIVANJA - JOURNAL OF HISTORICAL RESEARCHES 27, 190-199

199



